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Organic  Life,  Life  Abundant 


I think  the  theology  of  original  Quakerism  was 
about  three  centuries  ahead  of  its  time,  and  now 
many  books  are  out  which  indicate  that  it  has 
come  into  its  own  (Teilhard  de  Chardin,  Paul 
Tillich,  among  them). 

Quakerism  began  with  three  great  path  finders 
—George  Fox,  William  Penn  and  Robert  Barclay 
—and  it’s  their  theology  that  I am  thinking  about. 
George  Fox  was  a powerful  personality,  able  to 
keep  together  a group  of  people  who  had  no 
organization  whatever,  no  membership,  no  the- 
ology, nothing  that  might  be  considered  as  a 
binding  force.  And  he  held  them  together  in  the 
face  of  the  most  thoroughgoing  persecution  in 
the  history  of  the  Christian  church. 

William  Penn  is  thought  of  principally  as  a poli- 
tician and  the  founder  of  Pennsylvania,  but  he 
was  head  of  a committee  in  London  Yearly  Meet- 
ing, the  Meeting  for  Sufferings,  whose  business 
was  to  look  after  the  persecuted  Quakers,  many 
of  whom  were  in  prison  (some  of  them  died  in 
prison,  some  550  of  them  altogther).  And  Penn, 
because  he  was  very  familiar  with  the  two  kings,' 
Charles  II  and  James  II,  and  had  a good  deal 
of  influence  with  them,  was  able  to  get  a good 
many  Quakers  out  of  prison  before  they  died. 

Robert  Barclay  was  the  great  writer  of  the 
first  and  most  important  Quaker  work  on  theol- 
ogy, now  called  “The  Apology,”  a defense  of 
Quaker  ideas,  which  is  just  as  valid  today  as  it 
ever  was.  And  the  rest  of  the  world  is  trying  to 
catch  up  with  it. 

They  agreed  with  each  other,  they  supported 
each  other  and  they  wrote  about  each  other.  They 
all  had  the  same  theology. 


That  theology  comes  directly  from  the  Gospel 
of  John  and  the  first  Epistle  of  John;  all  of  it  is 
based  on  John.  And  they  all  quoted  John  many 
times. 

In  the  beginning  was  the  Logos,  John  starts, 
and  Logos  translates  “Word.”  But  that’s  an  inade- 
quate translation.  The  Greek  word  Logos  means 
the  dynamic  force  operating  in  the  universe  to 
produce  community  and  unity. 


And  John  goes  on  to  say  about  Christ  that  he 
was  the  Creator  of  all  things  that  were  made. 
How  did  he  create?  By  producing  unity  and  com- 
munity in  the  midst  of  contention.  God  did  not 
create  the  world  out  of  nothing.  Genesis  does  not 
say  that.  The  world  was  created  when  everything 
was  in  chaos.  Order  appeared  in  chaos,  and  that 
was  creation. 

And  then  John  goes  on  to  say,  In  Him  was 
Light,  and  that  Light  was  the  Light  of  Men.  So 
the  Light  was  the  Logos.  Christ  said,  I am  the 
Light,  the  Light  of  the  World,  the  Life  of  the 
World.  Wherever  light  appears,  life  appears,  be- 
cause life  can  only  exist  where  there  is  harmony 
and  cooperation.  Without  it,  life  ceases  to  exist. 


I came  that  you  might  have  life  and  you  might 
have  it  abundantly.  Christ  came  that  we  might 
have  abundant  life.  He  did  not  come,  according 
to  the  record,  to  save  our  souls  from  hellfire. 
There  is  nothing  in  the  Gospels  that  says  so.  He 
didn’t  come  to  save  our  souls  from  damnation. 
He  came  to  give  us  a more  abundant  life— some- 
times called,  in  the  Gospel  of  John,  eternal  life. 

In  the  Gospel  of  John,  the  first  person  singu- 
lar is  quite  often  used  in  order  to  explain  just 
what  the  Logos  or  the  Son  of  God  was  and  what 
his  function— by  saying  I am  the  light  of  the 
world;  I am  the  way,  the  truth  and  the  life;  I 
am  the  water  of  life,  and  so  on. 

It  was  the  first  theological  work  in  the  Chris- 
tian religion;  the  other  Gospels  are  histories  and 
are  quite  different  in  character. 

John  tries  to  express  the  function  of  Christ,  the 
Logos  in  the  universe.  The  Logos  produces  an 
organism  by  teaching  men  how  to  get  their  various 
parts  to  cooperate  with  each  other.  An  organism 
is  a creation  of  the  Logos  in  which  the  various 
parts  work  together  and  in  which  no  single  part 
dominates  any  other  part. 

The  Society  of  Friends  became  an  organism  at 
the  beginning  and  still  is  here  and  many  other 
places.  If  has  no  pope  or  presiding  bishop.  It 
just  simply  has  a clerk  whose  only  business  is  to 
record  what  the  community  agrees  on.  The 
Society  of  Friends  insofar  as  it  is  an  organism  is 
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not  a mechanism.  Many  other  religious  denomina- 
tions dominated  by  certain  officials  are  really 
properly  called  mechanisms  and  not  organisms. 
We  try  to  be  organisms,  but  we  don’t  always  suc- 
ceed. 

Now,  the  original  Quaker  theology  of  Fox, 
Penn  and  Barclay  was  very  simple,  very  logical, 
very  reasonable  and  fits  in  so  completely  in  mod- 
ern thought  that  it’s  hard  to  recognize. 

The  theology  of  lohn  was  based  on  a concep- 
tion of  life.  Christ  is  life,  the  light  of  the  world, 
lohn  said  the  Inner  Light  is  the  same  as  the 
Inner  Life,  but  not  just  ordinary  life;  life  with  a 
certain  degree  and  intensification;  life  abundantly; 
life  eternal;  life  which  is  shared  with  other  per- 
sons. 


A person  who  lives  a very  narrow  life  and  not 
sharing  his  life  with  others  does  not  live  the  kind 
of  life  that  lohn  is  talking  about. 

Life  can  only  exist  by  sharing  with  other  lives. 
If  life  is  completely  isolated,  it  ceases  to  exist.  It 
only  exists  by  sharing  with  other  lives.  And  that’s 
the  message  of  John’s  Gospel:  abundant  life, 
eternal  life,  is  the  Inward  Light,  which  is  in  every 
human  life. 


Now,  the  question  which  came  up  very  early 
and  all  the  way  through  Quaker  history  was  the 
method  of  salvation:  how  are  we  saved?  The. idea 
grew  up  in  Christianity;  I don’t  think  it  can  be 
found  in  the  New  Testament  that  the  bad  would 
go  to  hellfire  interminably.  That  word  “saved”  is 
not  used  by  early  Quakers  (they  speak  of  “re- 
generation” or  “a  new  life”). 

And  that’s  the  question  on  which  the  Quakers 
split  in  the  nineteenth  century.  They  held  together 
up  to  1800  very  well  in  spite  of  some  differences 
of  opinion.  But  about  1800  many  Quakers,  espe- 
cially in  America,  came  under  the  powerful  in- 
fluence of  a revival  movement  which  was  mostly 
in  the  Methodist  Church  and  spread  to  all  other 
churches,  including  the  Anglican  Church.  The 
Society  of  Friends  was  caught  up  in  the  revival 
movement  and  had  revivals  of  its  own. 


That  was  an  entirely  different  religion  from  the 
religion  of  George  Fox,  William  Penn  and  Robert 
Barclay,  because  it  taught  that  men  were  saved 
if  they  accepted  salvation  by  the  blood  of  Christ 
shed  on  the  cross. 


George  Fox  repudiated  that  doctrine.  If  you 
read  his  Journal,  you  will  find  that  he  said  that 
Pugtans  came  to  him  and  he  told  them  that  the 
blood  of  Christ  was  not  shed  on  the  cross  but 
that  it  was  shed  in  the  heart.  And  they  were  very 
much  surprised  at  that— that  the  blood  of  Christ 
was  internal. 


It’s  a spiritual  faith  and  not  a physical  faith. 
Paul  says,  and  John  says,  over  and  over  again, 
that  you  can’t  mix  the  physical  and  the  spiritual. 
Although  Paul  sometimes  mentioned  salvation 
through  the  blood  of  Christ,  he  means  a spiritual 
regeneration,  and  he  warns  his  converts  continu- 
ally not  to  confuse  the  physical  blood  with  spiri- 
tual blood  shed  in  the  heart.  Romans  has  a whole 
chapter  devoted  to  that  distinction.  And  the 
whole  letter  to  Galatians  is  based  on  that  idea. 
All  say  we  are  saved  by  the  blood  that  is  shed  in 
the  heart.  Christ  in  me  the  hope  of  salvation;  not 
the  Christ  in  history,  but  Christ  in  me;  the  spiri- 
tual presence  in  the  soul.  Christ  is  omnipresent. 
The  spirit  of  Christ,  eternal  Christ,  is  everywhere 
and  in  every  human  heart,  according  to  the  early 
Quakers.  Everyone,  however  lowly  and  no  matter 
what  religion  he  has,  does  have  some  portion  of 
the  spirit  of  Christ  in  him.  It  might  be  very  small. 


John  Woolman  and  modern  Quakers  often  say 
that  all  men  who  are  really  sincere  and  honest  are 
of  the  same  religion,  however  they  might  differ. 
They  all  are  brothers  in  the  best  sense  of  that 
word.  Whittier  said  the  same  thing  over  again. 
And  Francis  Thompson  in  a wonderful  poem  en- 
titled “The  Kingdom  of  Heaven”  said  the  same 
thing. 

John  said  God  is  Love,  and  he  who  lives  in 
Love,  lives  in  God. 


I think  today  that  we  are  coming  to  a time 
when  Quaker  philosophy  (and  psychology  and 
sociology  and  politics)  is  being  accepted  by  a 
great  many  people.  You  can  tell  that  by  the 
strength  of  four  new  Yearly  Meetings,  including 
Pacific  Yearly  Meeting,  South  East,  South  Cen- 
tral and  North  Central,  all  growing  and  all  rea- 
lizing that  they  are  part  of  a new  movement 
which  is  rapidly  converting  into  a new  theology 
and  new  politics  and  new  philosophy. 

HOWARD  BRINTON 

( Extracted  from  an  address  to  Pacific;  Yearly  Meet- 
ing’s 25th  Session) 


FRIENDS  BULLETIN 


OCTOBER,  1971  — PAGE  3 


OMISSION 

One  name  was  left  out  of  the  Nominating  Com- 
mittee's report  for  the  members  of  the  Pacific 
Yearly  Meeting  Discipline  Committee:  Ferner 
Nuhn  (Claremont),  whose  term  expires  in  1973. 
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During  the  coming  year  the  Committee  tor 
Ministry  and  Oversight  of  Pacific  Yearly  Meeting 
will  be  working  on  two  special  problems  in  ad- 
dition to  our  usual  duties. 

The  first  of  these  is  one  for  which  we  will  need 
help  from  all  the  Meetings  in  Pacific  Yearly  Meet- 
ing. The  Yearly  Meeting  has  asked  PYM  M&O 
to  study  the  problems  of  homosexuals  in  society 
and  in  the  Society.  Although  the  committee  is 
not  at  all  clear  where  to  begin  or  how  we  shall 
proceed,  we  would  first  like  to  collect  and  share 
the  Yearly  Meeting’s  corporate  experience  and 
leadings.  This  is  the  first  step  to  come  to  a clear 
statement  of  PYM  Friends.  What  we  would  like 
is  a copy  of  any  documents  on  the  subject  of 
homosexuality  and  homosexual  ways  of  life  that 
have  been  written  by  Friends  and  attenders  in 
PYM— even  (or  especially)  if  it  has  not  been  ac- 
cepted by  the  Meeting.  Any  other  ways  you  can 
share  your  experiences  with  us  would  be  most 
helpful.  I would  hope  the  committee  could  start 
reading  the  material  before  Christmas. 

PYM  M&O  is  also  assembling  the  responses 
from  Meetings  received  over  the  past  months  on 
procedures  and  suggestions  for  burial  and  me- 
morial meetings.  We  hope  to  be  able  to  develop 
some  advices  and/or  checklists  and  information 
that  would  be  helpful  for  Monthly  Meetings.  I 
do  not  know  how  quickly  the  committee  will  pro- 
ceed on  either  of  these  problems,  but  even  in  the 
search  we  shall  grow  and  share  with  you. 

Two  normal  functions  of  PYM  M&O  that  are 
sometimes  forgotten  are  visitation  and  the  shar- 
ing fund.  PYM  M&O  can  help  Meetings  deal  with 
problems  or  simply  foster  better  communication 
by  arranging  intervisitation  when  resources  be- 
yond a regional  and  local  level  are  needed.  PYM 
also  has  a small  sharing  fund  that  can  be  called 
upon  if  local  or  regional  funds  fall  short  of  a 
need.  Marriage  certificates  after  the  manner  of 
Friends  can  still  be  obtained  from  the  PYM  M&O 
Chairman. 

STRATTON  JAQUETTE 

Chairman, 

Ministry  and  Oversight 


PACIFIC  OAKS 

The  Little  School  in  Seattle  this  fall  is  offering 
a fifth  vear  elementarv  and  earlv  childhood  edu- 

* • j 

cation  teaching  credential  program  in  cooperation 
with  Pacific  Oaks  College  in  Pasadena.  The  new 
program,  open  initially  to  10  students,  will  satisfy 
course  requirements  set  by  the  State  of  Washing- 
ton Department  of  Public  Instruction  for  the  ele- 
mentarv and  earlv  childhood  teaching  credential. 
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What’s  After  Ping  Pong? 


Now  that  all  the  hoop-la  over  China's  “ping 
pong  diplomacy”  has  died  down,  perhaps  it  is 
possible  to  examine  what  it  all  means  and  what 
has  actually  changed.  It  is  already  apparent  that 
it  does  not  mean  any  immediate  open  door  into 
China  for  streams  of  American  tourists,  in  spite 
of  the  basketfulls  of  applications  Peking  acknowl- 
edges receiving;  or  any  immediate  prospect  of 
large  scale  trade  for  American  business,  whose 
eagerness  for  such  a development  is  only  too  evi- 
dent. It  is  probable  that  Peking  had  its  eye  on 
quite  other  objectives— the  weakening  of  oppo- 
sition to  its  entry  into  the  U.N.  and  the  raising 
of  a dilemma  for  the  Soviet  Union,  calculated  to 
make  them  anxious  to  come  to  terms  with  China. 
In  these  aims,  all  signs  indicate,  the  policy  has 
been  successful. 

The  hope  that  the  new  move  indicated  a soften- 
ing of  China’s  attitude  toward  the  U.S.  govern- 
ment has  also  proved  illusory.  A sharp  distinction 
is  drawn  between  the  American  people,  to  whom 
China  has  always  been  friendly,  and  the  U.S. 
government,  which  they  continue  to  oppose. 

A humorous  aside  appeared  in  the  “South 
China  Morning  Post”  of  April  15.  In  a daily  col- 
umn entitled  “Oh,  by  the  Way!”  appeared  this 
notice:  “The  death  occurred  earlier  this  week  of 
the  Hong  Kong  corps  of  China  watchers  who 
suddenly  discovered  there  was  no  longer  a key- 
hole to  peep  through.  Some  rotter  had  opened 
the  door.  R.I.P.  No  flowers  by  request.”  Actual- 
ly, the  role  of  the  Hong  Kong  China  watcher  is 
in  no  apparent  danger  of  extinction.  The  Ameri- 
can correspondents  who  were  permitted  to  accom- 
pany the  ping  pong  teams  into  China  remarked 
on  the  relatively  greater  freedom  they  had  to 
travel  about,  ask  questions  and  take  pictures,  com- 
pared to  the  foreign  correspondents  resident  in 
Peking.  Even  so,  they  were  aware  of  the  enor- 
mous stretches  of  China  in  which  they  could  not 
travel  and  from  which  they  received  no  news  so 
long  as  they  were  in  China.  They  also  had  a 
feeling  of  complete  isolation  from  the  outside 
world.  The  Hong  Kong  China  watcher  had  avail- 
able to  him  the  result  of  the  daily  monitoring 
of  all  news  from  China,  both  in  print  and  by  radio 
broadcast,  from  the  provinces  as  well  as  from  Pe- 
king. Generalizations  based  on  happenings  in  one 
area  are  always  subject  to  check  by  news  from  the 
rest  of  the  country. 

It  seems  likely  that  individual  American  opinion 
makers— publicists,  scientists,  scholars,  educators 
—will  be  allowed  to  visit  China  in  increasing, 


though  not  in  any  great  numbers.  If  there  was 
an  active  organization  of  “American  Friends  of 
China,”  they  would  probably  be  invited  to  send 
a delegation  for  a visit.  The  AFSC,  on  its  record 
and  through  its  international  contacts,  might  now 
be  in  a position  to  apply  for  a group  visit.  But  the 
wild  hope  of  thousands  of  American  tourists  to 
visit  China  is  not  in  the  picture.  Even  if  we  omit 
the  fact  that  in  China’s  eyes  it  would  serve  no 
useful  purpose,  there  is  still  the  physical  obstacle 
that  the  arrangements  for  a large  scale  tourist 
business  simply  do  not  exist  in  China.  The  at- 
tendance of  12,000  at  the  Canton  Trade  Fair  this 
Spring  filled  every  possible  accommodation.  One 
suspects  that  the  provision  of  new  hotels,  res- 
taurants, transportation,  as  well  as  guides  and 
interpreters  necessary  for  the  tourist  trade,  has 
a fairly  low  priority  on  the  lists  of  Chinese  plan- 
ners. 

The  outlook  for  American  business  is  similarly 
dim.  Nixon  has  moved  to  make  U.S.  restrictions 
on  trade  with  China  similar  to  those  covering 
trade  with  Russia.  That  is  certainly  an  improve- 
ment on  the  preceding  situation,  but  the  experi- 
ence of  our  Russian  trade  is  not  encouraging. 
The  list  of  goods  that  can  be  exported  without 
special  permission  omits  just  those  sophisticated, 
technological  items  that  China  and  Russia  are 
most  likely  to  want. 

China’s  economy  is  much  smaller  than  that  of 
the  Soviet  Union.  It  is  still  a poor  country,  with 
an  estimated  per  capita  gross  national  product  of 
about  $100  as  against  $350  for  Taiwan,  $850  for 
Hong  Kong  and  $1,900  for  Japan.  To  further 
complicate  the  situation,  there  is  a total  absence 
of  long  term  credit  from  other  countries  to  China. 
Whether  this  is  a matter  of  Chinese  principle  or 
a restriction  imposed  by  other  countries,  the  U.S. 
is  unlikely  to  break  the  pattern.  So  China’s  pur- 
chases are  limited  to  what  she  can  sell  to  pay 
for  them,  and  she  has  little  available  that  will 
be  wanted  by  American  buyers,  except  perhaps 
arts  and  crafts. 

Perhaps  the  greatest  hopes  aroused  by  the  ping 
pong  diplomacy  were  in  the  political  field.  China, 
returning  to  the  community  of  nations,  would 
take  her  rightful  seat  in  the  U.N.,  and  the  hos- 
tility between  the  U.S.  and  China  would  diminish 
and  give  way  to  more  normal  relations.  That 
China  will  take  her  permanent  seat  in  the  Security 
Council,  as  one  of  the  five  great  powers,  now 
seems  assured. 


BEN  SEAVER 
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State  of  the  Society:  Some  Queries 


The  third  session  of  Yearly  Meeting  was  an 
exploration  of  the  State  of  the  Society,  with 
searching  questions  into  commitments  of  Friends 
to  each  other,  to  their  Meetings,  to  the  Yearly 
Meeting,  to  the  greater  society  and  to  God. 

Stratton  Jaquette,  Chairman  of  Ministry  and 
Oversight  Committee,  read  Queries  especially 
prepared  for  this  search  (and  printed  elsewhere 
in  the  Bulletin).  The  session  was  a Meeting  for 
Worship  and  an  Encounter,  with  a mixture  of 
measured  ministry  and  passionate  self-disclosure. 

“Commitment  to  God  comes  first,”  one  Friend 
declared,  “and  then  other  things  will  fall  into 
place.” 

Another  commented:  “Most  of  the  things 

Friends  have  been  committed  to  now  come  easily. 
In  everything  I did  could  I search  my  way  out? 
take  that  extra  time  to  find  the  truth?” 

“Quakers  sometimes  hide  behind  tradition. 
Quakers  are  afraid  of  conflict— and  in  fearing  con- 
flict, we  become  dishonest.  We  are  in  the  process 
of  becoming  and  should  not  allow  ourselves  to  be 
paralyzed  by  an  ideal  so  distant  that  we  don’t 
come  to  grips  with  the  next  step.” 

“Times  when  Meetings  are  gathered,  times  we 
know  we  are  in  depth  with  each  other,  we  have 
gone  through  the  fearful  business  of  threshing 
until  we  can  reach  the  place  where  we  can  be 
centered.” 

“There  are  periods  of  barrenness  in  every  kind 
of  alliance— marriage,  relationships  with  children. 
It’s  part  of  the  search— to  find  ways  to  turn  on, 
plug  into  the  source.  This  is  how  we  can  welcome 
this.  We  share.” 

Should  commitments  be  lifelong,  indefinite  or 
definitely  dated?  These  questions  were  implicit 
in  Ministry  and  Oversight’s  Queries,  and  the  re- 
sponses raised  these  questions  still  higher,  apply- 
ing them  to  man-woman  relationships  as  well  as 
to  membership  in  the  Society  of  Friends. 

“What  I do  with  my  life  I want  to  do  as 
something  that  works  from  within,”  a Young 
Friend  declared. 

“I  have  wanted  the  Society  of  Friends  to  exer- 
cise some  discipline  over  my  life,”  another  Friend 
said. 

Friends  generally  agreed  that  Meetings  must 
be  concerned  with  the  quality  of  relationships 
between  men  and  women  — in  as  well  as  out  of 
formally  contracted  marriages. 

Considerable  attention  was  given  to  member- 
ship commitments,  with  some  acknowledgement 
that  the  commitment  in  fact  is  periodically  re- 
newable. 


“My  Meeing’s  nominating  committee  asks  for 
a commitment  every  year  in  a sense.  Serving  on  a 
committee,  that’s  an  annual  commitment.” 

“I  have  to  evaluate  how  far  I’m  committed  at 
least  three  times  a year.  You  have  to  be  up  against 
something  before  you  find  what  it  means.” 

Several  Friends  expressed  concern  that  there 
be  more  clarity  about  commitments. 

“I  think  it  is  a good  idea  for  each  of  us  to  be 
explicit  about  what  we  expect  from  a Meeting 
and  what  we  expect  to  give.  Maybe  this  com- 
mitment ought  to  be  limited  in  time.  That  might 
be  valuable  in  keeping  it  fresh  and  alive.” 

One  Friend  spoke  of  the  “primary  responsibil- 
ity to  find  a way  of  improving  the  quality  of  life. 
I hope  that  we  will  find  a way  to  offer  humanity 
a better  way  of  life.” 

Another  put  it  more  passionately:  “For  God’s 
sake,  let’s  do  a little  loving  and  caring!” 


THOUGHTS 

Membership 

Varying  concepts  of  membership  have  caused 
problems  for  several  Meetings  during  this  year. 
What  does  membership  mean  and  what  should  it 
mean? 

Is  there  a distinction  between  sharing  in  the 
worship  experience  of  the  Meeting  (as  all  attend- 
ee may)  and  assuming  responsibility  for  corpor- 
ate acts  which  a Meeting  might  take? 

Should  membership  be  a lifetime  commitment? 
What  would  be  the  effect  of  an  annual  re-evalu- 
ation of  our  willingness  to  assume  responsibility 
for  the  Meeting? 

What  responsibility  do  we  assume  when  we 
become  members?  Are  we  agreeing  to  attend 
meetings?  to  serve  on  committees?  to  contribute 
financially?  to  apply  certain  principles  such  as 
harmony,  equality,  community,  simplicity  to  our 
daily  lives?  to  communicate  our  needs  and  seek 
help,  as  well  as  to  offer  it  to  others? 

What  do  we  expect  from  a Meeting  when  we 
assume  membership?  spiritual  fellowship?  a 
chance  to  work  toward  common  goals?  counselling 
in  times  of  stress?  physical  and  economic  assist- 
ance? 

What  does  a Meeting  owe  to  a person  when  it 
accepts  him  into  membership?  Do  we  clearly  un- 
derstand his  expectations  and  feel  able  to  fulfill 
them? 
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Cohesiveness  of  the  Meeting 

Are  all  meetings  for  worship  and  business 
“gathered”  meetings? 

When  meetings  for  worship  seem  barren,  do 
we  look  to  the  ways  Friends  have  long  used  to 
change  this  condition?  What  new  ways  have  we 
found? 

Are  our  meetings  gathered,  individually  and 
collectively,  in  sincere  commitment  to  wait  upon 
and  heed  the  workings  of  the  spirit? 

Do  we  create  opportunities  for  intimate  re- 
lationships grounded  in  the  life  of  the  spirit? 

In  our  efforts  to  find,  express  and  encourage 
our  individuality  do  we  maintain  and  nurture  our 
faith  in  the  collective  wisdom  and  good  will  of 
Friends? 

Do  we  who  are  growing  up  in  the  Meeting  look 
to  our  parents  and  elders  for  examples  of  Quaker 
faith  and  practice?  Do  we  find  them? 

Do  we  make  the  opportunity  to  expose  mem- 
bers and  attenders  to  Quaker  practices  and  the 
ideas  that  have  given  rise  to  them? 

Does  our  emphasis  on  individuality  lead  to 
misunderstandings  of  the  equally  important  em- 
phasis on  regard  for  truth,  respect  for  rights  of 
others  and  awareness  of  our  existence  in  the  cor- 
porate life? 

With  awareness  of  who  really  sits  at  the  head 
of  our  Quaker  meeting,  do  we  relate  to  our 
clerks  as  facilitators,  or  do  we  burden  them 
with  greater  responsibility? 

Do  we  demand  of  ourselves  the  same  degree 
of  responsibility  and  sensitivity  that  we  expect  of 
our  corporate  entities? 

Do  we  openly  confront  our  differences  and 
explore  to  understand  their  sources,  or  do  we 
instead  judge  those  we  don’t  agree  with  with 
silent  hostile  tolerance? 


“INTER-PLEADER”  SUIT 

Phil  Drath  explained  that  this  suit  has 
been  filed  by  a group  of  people  who  are 
refusing  to  pay  the  10  per  cent  telephone 
tax  on  the  Vietnam  War.  The  courts  are  be- 
ing asked  to  decide  if  it  is  legal  to  make 
citizens  pay  taxes  in  support  of  an  illegal 
war.  The  litigants  are  asking  for  permission 
to  pay  the  amount  ( which  is  now  being  held 
by  a bank)  to  the  American  Friends  Service 
Committee  to  wage  peace.  Phil  Drath  will 
be  glad  to  furnish  infoimation  to  anyone 
interested. 


Changing  Social  Forms 

Changes  in  life  styles  and  how  to  relate  to 
them  are  in  the  minds  of  many  members  of  our 
Meetings.  Are  we  able  to  view  differing  life 
styles  as  different  ways  of  taking  part  in  the 
Kingdom  of  God? 

Have  we  looked  beyond  the  superficial  levels 
of  appearance  and  attitude  to  the  deeper  elements 
of  social  and  personal  relationship  involved  in 
new  styles? 

Can  we  distinguish  between  new  styles  of  life 
that  represent  the  growing  edge  of  our  Society 
and  those  which  seem  to  be  in  contradiction  to 
our  Quaker  ways? 

Several  Meetings  are  struggling  with  their  re- 
lation to  couples  living  together  outside  of  recog- 
nized marriage.  Are  we  able  to  accept  such 
couples  lovingly  with  sensitivity  to  their  particu- 
lar situations? 

Do  we  bear  witness  to  the  deep  elements  of 
commitment,  caring  and  responsibility  that  under- 
lie genuine  and  full  relationships  between  men 
and  women? 

What  are  we  doing  in  our  Meetings  to  assist 
those  who  need  help  in  their  relationships,  espe- 
cially with  respect  to  fuller  realization  to  mutual 
commitment  and  individual  integrity? 


The  Relationship  of  Monthly  and 
Regional  Meetings  to  the  Yearly  Meeting 

The  purpose  of  Pacific  Yearly  Meeting  is  de- 
scribed as: 

“ ...  to  strengthen  and  support  one  another 
in  our  common  search  for  truth  and  inward  peace. 
The  exchange  of  experiences,  feelings  and  in- 
sights through  the  Bulletin,  correspondence,  inter- 
visitation and  annual  conferences,  as  well  as  in 
our  Monthly  Meetings,  is  the  life-blood  of  our 
fellowship.” 

Is  Yearly  Meeting  attendance  and  service  in  its 
committees  of  importance  to  your  Monthly  Meet- 
ing? 

Do  all  Meetings  take  part  in  the  work  neces- 
sary to  sustain  the  Yearly  Meeting? 

Does  your  meeting’s  participation  in  the  life 
of  the  Yearly  Meeting  enable  it  more  fully  to 
enjoy  the  work  of  other  Friends’  fellowships  as 
they  emerge? 

How  will  you  share  with  your  Meeting  the  in- 
sights you  may  gain  here? 
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REFLECTIONS 

Christ  in  man,  Christ  in  rock, 

His  love  expresses  as  we  talk ; 

All  of  matter  manifests  God, 

Whirling  atoms  prove  His  Law. 

Ordered  cycles  rule  all  life, 

Sun  rises,  sun  sets  with  no  strife; 

New  moon,  full  moon  depend  on  sun, 

When  my  will  reflects  Thy  will,  work  has  begun. 

CAROLYN  TALMADGE 

SATURDAY  THOUGHTS 

It’s  difficult  for  me  to  sit  and  sneer 
At  thoughts  of  life  beyond  our  atmosphere. 

I cannot  help  but  feel  the  space  abyce 
Equates  the  things  that  we  on  Earth  have  missed. 

It  doesn't  take  an  Astronaut  to  stand 
As  I on  Earth  and  gaze  at  Heavens  lands 
Pondering  with  a child's  philosophy 
This  cosmic  sight  of  grand  tranquility. 

I love  our  Earth  with  trees  and  birds  and  flowers 
But  surely  there  are  other  worlds  like  ours. 

It  seems  to  me  that  His  Almighty  Hand 
Would  hesitate  to  make  one  little  land. 

I have  a hope  that  way  out  there  in  space 
Are  supermen  who  never  fell  from  grace. 

I feel  that  in  God's  sensitivity 
He's  looking  for  a way  to  set  me  free. 

Creation  was  a pure  and  simple  plan. 

Just  complicated  by  His  creature,  man. 

CAROL  VOLK 


PACIFIC  ACKWORTH 

Pacific  Ackworth  Foundation  and  Pacific  Ack- 
worth  School  have  an  $18,700  fund  appeal  goal 
for  this  year.  The  money  is  to  be  used  for  reno- 
vation of  an  old  shop,  razing  and  replacement  of 
a central  storage  shed,  widening  of  entrance 
driveways,  landscaping  and  other  compliance  ad- 
justments, a scholarship  fund  for  at  least  six 
students  from  minority  and  low-income  families, 
construction  of  a geodesic  classroom  (studio  for 
various  music,  rhythm  and  art  groups)  and  up- 
wards adjustment  of  alternate  service  salaries 
for  two  conscientious  objectors. 

Richard  Manners  reported  in  August  that  the 
foundation  and  school  now  have  a conditional  use 
permit  granted  by  Temple  City  to  put  in  three 
new  classrooms  and  a Meetinghouse,  all  in  the 
geodesic  dome  character.  A significant  amount 
of  the  moneys  sought  in  the  fund  appeal  will  be 
used  in  bringing  campus  buildings  up  to  code. 


DEATHS 

RUDY  GILLESPIE.  Rudy  Gillespie,  a beloved 
attender  of  Phoenix  Friends  Meeting,  died  Aug. 
3,  1971,  shortly  before  his  72nd  birthday.  Rudy 
was  our  eyes  and  our  conscience  of  the  Inner 
City,  as  it  was  through  him  and  his  concern  for 
the  underprivileged  that  we  were  able  to  share 
in  many  of  the  projects  of  his’  concern.  A 
Memorial  Service  was  held  on  Aug.  8,  1971,  at 
the  Meetinghouse.  This  was  a very  touching 
experience,  for  to  know  Rudy  was  to  love  him. 
As  Rudy  lived  quietly,  gently,  lovingly,  so  he 
died  (“Like  one  who  wraps  the  draperies  of  his 
couch  about  him  and  lies  down  to  pleasant 
dreams.”  —William  Cullen  Bryant). 

BERTHA  “GRETCHEN”  LAMPSON.  A Me- 
morial Service  was  held  July  25,  1971,  at  Fresno 
Friends  Meetinghouse  for  Bertha  “Gretchen” 
Lampson,  the  oldest  Friend  of  Fresno  Meeting. 
She  died  July  13,  1971.  A professional  teacher  all 
her  life,  Gretchen  touched  hundreds  of  lives  with 
her  kindly  interest.  In  a real  sense  this  meeting 
was  her  wider  family,  and  friends  of  all  races  cele- 
brate her  passage  among  us. 


WEDDINGS 

O’BRIEN-MAYER.  Judy  Mayer  and  Bradford 
O’Brien  were  married  on  June  19,  1971,  under 
the  care  of  Palo  Alto  Friends  Meeting  in  the 
garden  of  Judy’s  parents,  Olive  and  Henry  Mayer 
of  Woodside,  Calif.,  with  about  140  persons  at- 
tending. Brad  is  the  son  of  Jeane  and  Hubbert 
O’Brien  of  Palos  Verdes  Peninsula,  Calif.  In 
poetic  language  the  young  couple  expressed  their 
plans  of  working  together  for  a better  world.  They 
were  blessed  by  friends  and  relatives  in  messages 
spoken  and  unspoken. 

HEFT-SCHMOE.  Ruth  Karen  Schmoe  and 
Ralph  Heft  were  married  on  May  22,  1971,  at 
Eastside  Meeting.  Ruth  is  the  daughter  of  Ken 
and  Agnes  Schmoe  of  Issaquah. 

ISENBERG-LASCH.  Carl  Isenberg  and  Joanne 
Lasch  were  married  on  Aug.  14,  1971,  at  the 
Isenberg  Ranch,  where  they  will  reside. 

BURY-ALLGIRE.  Kay  Allgire  was  married  to 
John  Bury  on  June  14,  1971,  La  Jolla  Meeting 
reports. 

ANTON-LINFORD.  Rita  Linford  was  mar- 
ried to  Henry  Anton  over  the  1971  Memorial  Day 
weekend  in  Canada.  They  are  working  on  Indian 
projects  in  the  interior  of  Canada. 
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BIRTHS 

To  Sheila  and  Frank  Vogel  of  La  lolla  Meeting 
on  luly  10,  1971,  in  San  Diego,  Calif.,  a daughter, 
Sarah. 

To  Lee  Kirklan  and  Curtis  Chapel  on  May  13, 
1971,  a daughter,  lesse  Hannah  Kirklan-Chapel. 
Their  daughter  was  born  at  home  in  natural  child- 
birth, University  Meeting  reports. 

To  Carolyn  and  Chuck  Benjamin  of  University 
Meeting  on  lune  12,  1971,  a daughter,  Leslie 
Anne.  She  was  born  at  home  in  natural  childbirth. 

To  Kathleen  and  Bill  Hobbs  of  La  lolla  Meet- 
ing on  lune  7,  1971,  a son,  Aaron. 

To  Sue  Hoganauer  Moe  and  David  Moe  on 
luly  3,  1971,  a son,  Michael  David,  University 
Meeting  reports. 

To  Allison  Magraw  McIntosh  and  Bob  McIn- 
tosh on  luly  5,  1971,  a son,  Aaron  David,  in 
Bellingham,  Wash. 

To  Denise  and  Fred  Radford  of  University 
Meeting  on  May  7,  1971,  a son,  David  George, 
in  Edmonton,  Alberta. 

To  lody  and  Paul  Richards  of  Orange  Grove 
Meeting  on  Aug.  20,  1971,  a son,  Mark  Leding. 

To  Lynne  and  lohn  Bird  of  San  Francisco 
Meeting  on  Aug.  12,  1971,  a daughter,  Joanna 
Ruth  Bird. 


DISCRIMINATION 

University  Meeting  has  forwarded  to  the  Dis- 
cipline Committee  recommendations  for  three 
changes  in  the  Friends  wedding  practice:  clari- 
fication of  the  listing  of  the  principals,  giving 
equal  weight  to  both  sexes;  deletion  of  the  phrase, 
“assuming  the  surname  of  her  husband,”  and 
clarification  of  surname  choices. 

These  recommendations  resulted  from  Friends’ 
consideration  of  a concern  brought  by  Joy  Conrad- 
Rice  about  discrimination  in  the  Friends’  wedding 
ceremony. 

Friends  also  examined  subtle  discrimination 
contained  in  common  usage,  such  as  “fellowship” 
and  “brotherhood  of  man.” 

PEOPLE 

Norman  Bennett,  14  Forfar  Road,  Glendonie, 
Auckland  5,  New  Zealand,  is  the  new  editor  of 

the  New  Zealand  Friends  Newsletter 

Suzanne  F.  Sein  writes  from  Mexico  City  Meet- 
ing that  the  11th  General  Reunion  of  Friends 
throughout  the  Republic  of  Mexico  will  be  held 
Oct.  30-Nov.  2 in  Jaumave,  Tamaulipas.  . . . 
Osmyn  and  Marjorie  Stout  and  Dale  and  Jean 
Cope,  all  of  Whitleaf  Meeting,  spent  a month  in 
England  during  the  summer.  . . . 
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